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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to communication filed on 01/08/2002. Claimed 
priority is granted from Foreign Application 0109620,5 Filing Date: 04/19/2001 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent In the United 
states. 

2. Claims 1 , 4, 8, 9, 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Aronberg et al (Aronberg), U.S. Patent No. 5,933.647). 

Regarding claim 1, Aronberg teaches a method of distributing software features 
to a computer being accessible with a plurality of different user profiles each one 
associated with a corresponding operating context {fig, 1, items 101-102; column 2, 
lines 52-67; column 3, lines 1-14), the method including the steps of: 

providing a distribution package including at least one item indicative of an 
activity for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer, at least one 
activity being defined as a user activity associated with at least one user profile {column 
4, lines 7-26; column 5, lines 1-38), 

storing an indication of the at least one user activity on the computer {column 7, 
lines 9-41), 

accessing the computer with a current user profile {column 4, lines 48-61), and 
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retrieving and executing each user activity associated with the current user 
profile in the corresponding operating context {column 5, lines 24-48), 

Regarding claim 4, Aronberg teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein 
each software feature includes a global portion and a user portion necessary in each 
context for activating the software feature, a corresponding item being indicative of the 
global activity of enforcing the global portion {column 6, lines 48-63) and a further 
corresponding item being indicative of the user activity of enforcing the user portion for 
each associated user profile {column 7. lines 4-32). 

Regarding claim 8, Aronberg teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein 
the computer is a client worl^station of a network, the method further including the step 
of receiving the distribution package on the client workstation from a server workstation 
through the network {fig. 1, items 101-104; column 4, lines 13-61). 

Regarding claim 9, Aronberg teaches a computer program directly loadable into 
a working memory of a computer for performing the method of claim 1 when the 
program is mn on the computer {fig. 2, items 101-102; column 5, lines 38-48; column 6, 
lines 38-63). 

Regarding claim 10, Aronberg teaches a program product including a computer 
readable medium on which the program of claim 9 is stored(ffg. 2, items 101-102; 
column 5, lines 38-48; column 6, lines 38-63). 
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Regarding claim 11, Aronberg teaches a software distribution application for use 
in a computer being accessible with a plurality of different user profiles each one 
associated with a corresponding operating context {column 4, lines 7-61), the software 
distribution application including a distribution agent for receiving a distribution package 
including at least one item indicative of an activity for enforcing a corresponding 
software feature on the computer {column 4, lines 7-61), at least one activity being 
defined as a user activity associated with at least one user profile {column 5, lines 1-48), 
and for storing an indication of the at least one user activity on the computer, and a user 
agent for retrieving and executing each user activity associated with a current user 
profile in the corresponding operating context {column 5, lines 24-48). 

Regarding claim 12, Aronberg teaches a system for distributing software 
features to a computer being accessible with a plurality of different user profiles each 
one associated with a corresponding operating context {column 4, lines 7-61), the 
system including means for providing a distribution package including at (east one item 
indicative of an activity for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer 
{column 4, lines 7-61), at least one activity being defined as a user activity associated 
with at least one user profile, means for storing an indication of the at least one user 
activity on the computer {column 5, lines 1-48), means for accessing the computer with 
a current user profile, and means for retrieving and executing each user activity 
associated with the cun^ent user profile in the corresponding operating context {column 
5, lines 24-48). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 3, 5-7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Aronberg, in view of Broster et al (Broster), U.S. Patent No. 
6.424,968 B1. 

Regarding claim 2, Aronberg teaches the invention substantially as 
claimed. Aronberg discloses the method of distributing software features 
according to claim 1 , wherein at least one activity is defined as a global activity 
associated with all the user profiles, the method further including the steps of: 

mnning a global agent outside the context associated with the current user 
profile {column 3, lines 2-14; column 4, lines 13-61), 

executing each global activity under the control of the global agent 
{column 9, lines 4-32), 

However, Aronberg does not specifically teach running a user agent in an 
computer system during a logon to the computer with the current user profile, 
each user activity being retrieved and executed under the control of the user 
agent. 



Application/Control Number: 10/042.100 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2143 

In the same field of endeavor, Broster discloses (an information 
management computer system with a user profile with search capabilities that 
work over a long period of time to report after a fixed time interval or at the next 
logon by that user...) [see Broster, column 10, lines 44-49], 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
networking art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Broster's 
teachings of a method and apparatus to run a user agent during a logon to the 
computer with the current profile, with the teachings of Aronberg, for the purpose 
of "providing a transparent interface to a plurality of tools, the user being able to 
use the system without having to select and operate the different tools " as stated 
by Broster in lines 35-39 of column 3. Thus, Aronberg also provides motivation 
to combine by stating a need to also provide to the network with "the ability to 
provide a software distribution and desktop management system with full 
integration into a graphical user based system.." [see Aronberg, column 2, lines 
45-49]. By this rationale claim 2 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 3, the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches the method 
according to claim 2, wherein the global agent runs on the computer in a logoff 
condition [see Broster, column 10, lines 44-49]. The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 2, applies equally as well to claim 3 [see 
Broster, column 3, lines 35-39; see Aronberg, column 2, lines 45-49]. By this 
rationale claim 3 is rejected. 
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Regarding claim 5, the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches the method 
according to claim 4, wherein each item includes a flag defining the 
corresponding activity as a global activity or a generic user activity, the method 
further including, for each generic user activity, the steps of: 

storing an indication of a completion of the generic user activity for each . 
user profile [see Broster, column 3, lines 25-34\, and 

verifying whether the generic user activity has been completed in the 
context associated with the current user profile, the generic user activity being 
executed in the context associated with the current user profile only if the result 
of the verification is negative [see Aronberg, column 7, lines 9-67]. The same 
motivation that was utilized in the combination of claim 2, applies equally as well 
to claim 5 [see Broster, column 3, lines 35-39; see Aronberg, column 2, lines 45- 
49]. By this rationale claim 5 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 6, the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches the method 
according to claim 5, further including the steps of: 

storing a global memory structure indicating a status of the global portion 
of each software feature [see Aronberg, fig. 2, items 101-102; column 6, lines 48- 
67; column 7, lines 1-8], 

storing a user memory structure for each user profile indicating a status of 
the user portion of each software feature in the corresponding context [see 
Aronberg, fig. 2, items 101-102; column 7, lines 9-41], and 
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verifying whether each generic user activity associated with the current 
user profile has been completed according to a comparison between the global 
memory stmcture and the corresponding user memory structure [see Aronberg, 
column 7, lines 9-67]. The same motivation that was utilized in the combination 
of claim 2, applies equally as well to claim 6 [see Broster, column 3, lines 35-39; 
see Aronberg, column 2, lines 45-49]. By this rationale claim 6 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 7, the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches the method 
according to claim 5, further including the steps of: 

storing an indication of each user profile allowed to have each software 
feature enforced [see Aronberg, column 6, lines 48-67; column 7, lines 1-8\, and 

verifying whether the current user profile is allowed to have the software 
feature corresponding to each generic user activity enforced, each generic user 
activity being executed only if the result of the verification is positive [see 
Aronberg, column 4, lines 47-67; column 7, lines 9-67], The same motivation 
that was utilized in the combination of claim 2, applies equally as well to claim 7 
[see Broster, column 3, lines 35-39; see Aronberg, column 2, lines 45-49], By 
this rationale claim 7 is rejected. 
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Regarding claim 13. the combination Aronberg-Broster teaches a system 
for distributing software features to a computer being accessible with a plurality 
of different user profiles each one associated with a corresponding operating 
context [see Aronberg, fig. 2, items 101-102; column 4. lines 7-61], the computer 
including a distribution agent for receiving a distribution package including at 
least one item indicative of an activity for enforcing a corresponding software 
feature on the computer [see Aronberg, column 4. lines 7-61], at least one 
activity being defined as a user activity associated with at least one user profile, 
and for storing an indication of the at least one user activity on the computer [see 
Aronberg, column 5, lines 1-48], a logon module for accessing the computer with 
a current user profile, and a user agent for retrieving and executing each user 
activity associated with the current user profile in the corresponding operating 
context [see Broster, column 10, lines 44-49]. The same motivation that was 
utilized in the combination of claim 2, applies equally as well to claim 13 [see 
Broster, column 3, lines 35-39; see Aronberg, column 2. lines 45-49]. By this 
rationale claim 13 is rejected. 



Application/Control Number 1 0/042. 1 00 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2143 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from 
examiner should be directed to Jude Jean-Gllles whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-3914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 
and every other Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (703) 305-3719. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-3900. 

Jude Jean-Gilles 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 



JJG 

February 16, 2005 




